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ABSTRACT

This thesis is entitled “The Decision Existence Made by Minister of Justice of
Republic Indonesia No. M.03-HC.02.01 year 1991 related to the objection of the
well-known trademark towards trademark registration. The main issue is the
violation of the registration applied by IKEA (PT. Ratania Khatulistiwa), a well-
known trademark, in which it had to be rejected but accepted. This research was
conducted by normative legal research to find rules of law, principles of law, and
doctrines to answer the legal issues using State approach. This thesis aims to
acknowledge the existence of the ministerial decision related to the acceptance of
IKEA to operate in Indonesia. It results to the findings of the lacking in the
ministerial decisions that is less protective toward well-known original trademark.
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